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1 4 . 4 . 1 V ®,> )ust returned from my sppech and first of eLl I'll answer your 

Utoer. of o/24. On Penn: I know nothing of what he writes for he has sent 
me no issue of the paper since the first attack on ^inco, Bud end me. 

On Fred, Vince end Z: I think it possible Vince’s fear is not un- 
reasonable. I also think once I see the work I can eliminate any nossibility of 
error. It is, in my opini6n, as youk know, likely that this w a a an agency lob. 
dp not thins - re a stole the film as much as I think he was intended to have it. 
ay s conduct is strange. 1 phoned him, having considered it likely Paul would 
make copies for a copy and make slides, in addition. Be was going to get back 
to me but he never did. *e has been silent, complete^. N ofc a word. A nd Pail 
aas bee -cad off. 

r ® 8 soning is not identical with Vince's, and I'd prefer not nutting 
it all in Ice trust of so public a medium. But if you remember the one with whom 
you were staying when we first met aid try and understand why I so much wanted 
him to ma;ce an analysis, you can perhaps glfcan one of the things that tes for 
so long troubled me. I began working on this with the first suspicion, aaver got 
anyone s cooperation, and was able to do nothing. 

. . -, 1 * referring to Fred’s work, I am not speaking of the typed version but 

what would be photographic. It might be possible from the typed. I think no pub- 
lic word should be uttered about that, by anyone, under any circumstances, until 
those with the greater knowledge and best judgement have had a chance to exhaust 
it. have given y-u my opinion if him end his work often enough. *hi 3 could have 

't- d *u° n f eqUe 4 u? S *5 it turned out to ’oe wrong. I will not vvrite him. In fact, 
ink the boat thing I can do with this is stay enti.-ely out until everything 
is completed. However, although 1 will not toll you by this means wuat it is, I do 
neve information no one else kss from the original source, the very first, the 
completely original one. H 0 i s net my friend. This knowledge could be vital in 
any consideration of whether something was dene. % hope is that whatever he 
does he Trill be able to do by summer, that you can hove it, snd that we can 
chew it over, here snd near here. 

I era aware of whet F is speaking about. I mentioned one such in one 
of my books. 1 noted enother in one particular version. In* that one I also noticed 
marked color differences, changes, that I can not recall from any v other. I then 
formed the opinion this had been specially built in. 


Willis, until know definitely what is involved, *** must have the 
e8me opinion. >?hen it was known that I was going out there in 2/67 and that I 
was Sing to stay with him, he sent to work on some of the suspicions he ccrrectlj 
read from my work. When I was there he spelled it out to me. ^ Already had that 
work done and gave me copies. I was impressed. However, from time to time ^ have 
re-stuaied it and ± have changed my mind. What x know of does not stack up, not a bit. 

l still have toe same suspicions. I believe ho has not proved them and that his 
own work falls apart on analysis. Of course, he may be talking to you of something 
else. Again urge no use until after the most thorough checking. Let me know 
what it is. If it deals with mullions and trees, nix. Also cars. 


One of our problems is that we have too many self-appointed geniuses, 


elder-statesman variety, mey uav» woo 

done nothing in years, and 9eem not to realize that if this version was 
doctored, that in i&self is important to know. How convenient it would be if 
it turns out that one (reslly more than one) was left where it could be con- 
veniently ’’found” or "stolen” • 

I’d like to see the new ‘Villis stuff. 

Vosj: probably this is the same es what Schmitt found. I»ve asked them 
to get and send copies to those who S8W the man I suspect he might be in this 
new operation. I am anxious to see the entire thing. 

On Slater: on your word, I will help him if he wants help. On 
Marl and Box, I’ve forgotten what comment you said M made. 

On Budl check. I tried the same thin: with him, immediately and he had 
not do it. I also know he went down to see Hanes a week ago. I r ll find out whit 
he learnod when I see him. 

I am not aware of the Guevero thing Russo produced at the trial. I am 
aware of other things 1 had learned and tried to alert them to for perhaps 20 
months. 


Tell me what you want on 544 and I f ll send it. I have done nothing on 
Youngblood-Rich for dshan several reasons: those I had planned to use are no 
longer in tan area (1 have replacements) and ^ou has yet to send the copies of 
the picture with identifications removed. I cen use cn^ with the ident. masked 
if necessary. I’d rather have both men see her at onee and one i 3 away. Until 
he gets back and is clear, it’ll have to wait. 

I’ll have to check .to be sure, but I think you took the Thronfoiy thing 
with you and were going to send me a copy. I f l too tired and my knees do not want 
to work, so I’il not check the file this minute. 

Think chances of probing Shew slight. One would be the Credit -^ondiale- 
^lo~k field thing. I do not know where my copies are but Bud can supply it* you 
decide to try. 

Saw u ylvia for about an hour in NYC today. I was surprised that she 
knev: of the destruction of the speecial session. She stumbled for 8 while when 
I asked her how sue knew and then said from the stenographer’s records. She had 
no direct access to this. It means someone has breached confidence. 

Hope I didh’t miss anything. 


Hurriedly, 


